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\ \ E have ſeen an ExcycLicar Lerttzn of the 19th day of laſt month figned by your 
Lordſhip, and the Apoſtolic Vicars of the Weſtern and Northern Diſtricts of England; We 
underſtand, it was publicly read from the Altar, in the Catholic Chapels in Moorkields and 
the Borough; * and that, applications were made to have it read in the ſame poetic manner - 
in the Chapels of ſome of the Foreign Miniſters. 

It contains a cenſure of the Oath, publiſhed in the heads of the bill for the relief of 
Proteſting Catholic Diſſenters, even with the alterations ſuppoſed by your Lordſhips to have 
been made in it, fince that cenſure was paſt, —and a cenſure of our proceedings re- 
ſpeQing it. 

Permit us, my Lord, with the greateſt deference and reſpeR, to aſſure your Lordſhip, 
that your Encyclical Letter makes it evident to us, that your Lordſhips totally miſtake the 
nature and operation of the bill in queſtion, and have been totally nn of our 
proceedings. 

Your Lordſhips ſeem to ſuppoſe, the Oath originated with the Committee : that, the 
appellation of proteſting Catholic Diſſenters is ſolicited by us; and that the three proviſoes, 
referred to by your Lordſhips letter, bave the force of new laws, impoling penalties on 
Catholics to which they are not now ſubject; and that thoſe proviſoes were inſerted by our 

requiſition. Your Lordſhips alſo ſeem to inſinuate, that, we aſſume a right to determine 


The Committee have ſince been informed, that, the Encyclical Letter was not read in the Chapel in the 
Borough. But it was publickly read in the Chapel in Moorſields: It was alſo publickly read in the Chapel of 
the Schaol at Brook-Green, Hammerſmith, | 
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on the lawfulneſs of oaths, ee or other inſtruments, containing doctrinal 
matters. U 
We beg leave to aſſure your Lordſhip, that, nothing of this is true. We hoped our 
7 former letters to the Engliſh Catholics and the Vicars Apoſtolic, had removed all miſcon- 
ceptions on theſe heads. But as we find, by your Lordſhip's Encyclical Letter, this has not 
been the caſe, we ſhall now trouble your Lordſhip with a further explanation of our 


condutt. ü 
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By the minutes of he Committee of 5 igth of Auen 1788, your Lordſhip wilt 
find, that, our Secretary was then directed to prepare a draft of a bill, for the relief of the 
' Jaws againſt the Catholics; and in our minutes of the 17th of the following December, he 

ſtated to the Committee, that, he had prepared a bill for Parliament, conſiſting of various 
clauſes, which, if they all paſſed, would, in his opinion, place the Engliſh Catholics on a 
footing with the Engliſh Proteſtant Diſſenters. 

We ſend your Lordſhip an exact copy of this bill.—And this, my Lords, is the bill 
of the Committee. Your Lordſhip will find it contains no new oath; no appellation of 
proteſting Catholic Diffenters; none of the proviſoes. It recites the acts impoſing the pe- 

nalties and diſabilities peculiar to Catholics; the oath of 1778; and exempts from thoſe 
penalties and diſabilities, the Catholics who had taken, or ſhould thereafter take, the oath of 
1778. This, my Lord, we repeat, is the bill of the Committee. Whatever deviations or 

alterations appear to have been made from this; none of them were deviſed or even thought 
of, by the Committee. All originated with others, and were received by us, not by choice, 
but neceffity. Againft many of them we have ſtrove with the greateſt earneſtneſs and 
anxiety; and if we have at laſt acquieſced in them, it has been from a thorough convic- 
tion, that, all our hopes of relief depended upon our acquieſcence. 

To explain this further to your Lordſhip, we ſhall lay before you, a ſuccin narrative 


of the Proteſtation and the Oath. 

By an unanimous reſolution of a General Meeting of the Engliſh Catholics, on the 
15th of May 1788, we were inſtructed to make an application to Parliament, ſor their relief, 
early in the next Seſſions of Parliament. 

The Proteſtation was received by a member of the Committee in the month of 
November 1788. The rank and fituation of the perſon who propoſed it, and ſeveral other 
circumſtances, (with a detail of which it is unneceſſary to trouble your Lordſhip,) made it 
abſolutely neceflary for us to enquire, whether the Catholics would or would not ſign it. 
The member of the Committee, who received it, tranſmitted it, immediately, to the Scere- 
tary of the Committe, with direions to forward it immediately to the 


Vicats Apoſtolic, and requeſt their opinion on the lawfulneſs of ſigning it. This was 
5 done; 
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done; but neither in the letter ſent to the Secretary with the Proteſtation, nor in the letters 
written by him to the Vicars Apoſtolic, was there any thing ſaid, or even intimated, reſpetting 
the lawfulneſs of it. 

' Your Lordſhip will find by our minutes, of the 17th December 1788, that, our Secre- 
tary then laid before us, the letters of the Vicar Apoſtolic of the Weſtern Diſtrict, and ac- 
quainted us with the ſentiments of the late Vicar Apoſtolic of the London Diftri& upon the 
Proteſtation: That Mr. Berington informed us of the ſentiments of the Vicar Apoſtolic 
of the Middle Diſtrict upon it that, in conſequence of this, the Proteſtation was altered 
by the Nobleman from whom we received it, and again directed to be tranſmitted to the 
Vicars Apoſtolic. It was afterwards ſigned by the Vicars Apoſtolic of the London, the 
Middle, and the Weſtern Diſtrias.—The late Vicar of the Northern Diſtrict, in his anſwer, 
which we have now before us, teſtified his diſapprobation of it, but without aſſigning any 
reaſon, and concluded by ſaying, that, © If it met the approbation of the other Vicars, he was 


every willing to ſtate to them, his reaſons for diſſenting, when requeſted.” This, your Lord. 15 


ſhip muſt ſee, was certainly diſclaiming, very pointedly, all further correſpondence with us, 
upon the ſubject. However, a very ſhort time afterwards he declared he ſhould not oppoſe 
any perſons figning it in his diſtrit; aud a very ſhort time after that, he authorized the late 
Vicar Apoſtolic of the London Diſtrict, if neceſſary, to ſign it for him. 

Thus, your Lordſhips ſee the extreme deference and attention, which, throughout 
the whole courſe of this buſineſs, we have paid to the Apoſtolic Vicars. We never. aſſumed 
to approve or diſapprove of it, as far as related to doctrines. On receipt of the Proteſtation, 
we tranſmitted it to the Apoſtolic Vicars, and till they had not only approved it, but them 
ſelves figned it, or declared they ſhould give no oppoſition to the ſigning of it, by the- 
faithful of their reſpeftive diſtricts, we neither ſigned it ourſelves, nor propoſed it to be 
ſigned by others. 

All the Apoſtolic Viears and their Coadjutors ſigned the Proteſtation; and, with few 
exceptions indeed, it was ſigned by all the Clergy, and by all the Laity of any conſequence 
in the kingdom of England. 

The ſigning of the Proteſtation was attended with the moſt ſalutary eſſedts. So full, 
explicit, and unequivocal a declaration, from the whole body of the Catholics, of the inte- 
grity of their civil and political principles, had not appeared fince the Reformation. It was. 
a ſubjett of national congratulation. Prejudices againſt them rapidly ſubſided, and as men 
and citizens, we ſound ourſelves beginning to be reſtored to the confidence and affeQtion of 
the public. | 
Struck with the happy proſpeR of the revolution, which the ſigning of the ER Hg 
tion produced on the minds of the public, perſons in power, who intereſted themſelves in 
the behalf of the Catholics, thought it expedient, and required from us, that the Proteſtation 
ſhould be altered to the form of an Oath, and ſubſtituted in the Bill, in lieu of the Oath ob 


= The buſineſs preſſed ; and the late Vicar of the London Diltcia declared himſelf 
| competent 


„ 

competent to pronounce upon it. The four Vicars and all their Coadjufors, and cheit 
Clergy had ſigned the Proteſtation, a ſolemn inſtrument, avowedly framed- to be preſented 
to the Legiſlature, and publiſhed to the nation. To an inſtrument of this ſolemnity what 
was wanting, but the form, to give it the eſſence, of an oath. . In the face of God and the 
nation the Apoſtolic Vicars had ſigned it, could they have an objettion to call God to 
witneſs a repetition of their ſignatures? This was all they would do when tendered to them 
as an Oath. | 

But what was in the power of the Commitee they did. 

Your Lordſhips will find by the minute of the 15th May, 1788, that it was reſolved 
at the General Meeting of the Catholics on that day, that three Gentlemen of the Clergy 
mould be choſen by the Meeting, to be added to the Committee to be balloted for imme- 
diately ; that a ballot was immediately bad ; and that upon the ballot the numbers appeared 
to be in ſavour of the late Vicar Apollolic of the London Diſtrict, Mr. Berington, and 
Mr. Wilks; from that time they were incorporated into the Committee and attended the 
meetings : they were of courſe informed of the propoſal, to alter the Proteſtation to an 
Oath, and they ſaw no objettion to it. 

To this propoſal the Committee therefore acceded his made it neceſſary to alter 
the Draft of the Bill, and it was altered accordingly. The Draft No. 2, of which we ſend 
a copy to your Lordſhip, is, except in thoſe parts of it which are written in red ink, a 
copy of it in its altered form. 

Thus altered, the Act was again ſhewn to ſome leading een of Adminiſtration. 
It was taken to them by the Gentleman whoſe office it was to prepare the public Acts of 
Parliament. By them it was once more altered. They told the Gentleman, through whom 
the Bill was tranſmitted to them, that an uniformity of Oaths throughout the kingdom was 

abſolutely neceſſary ; that the religious ſcruples of the Catholics made them refuſe part of 
the Oath of Supremacy ; but as they could have no religious objeQtions, either to the other 
parts of the Oath of Supremacy, or to any part, of the Oath of Allegiance, or the Oath of 
Abjuration ; they required, that the whole of the Oaths of Allegiance and Abjuration, 
and as much of the Oath of Supremacy as Catholics do not think contrary to faith, ſhould 
be inſerted in the Oath to be taken by them. A more explicit avowal, allo ſeemed to them 
neceſſary, of our reſolution not to diſturb the Eccleſiaſtical Eſtabliſhment of the kingdom. 
Some words therefore they inſerted for that purpoſe. Upon this requiſition the Gentleman 
in queſtion made the alterations, in red ink in the draft of the Bill, No. 2. Previouſly to 
that, he had, upon the requiſition of a perſon, whom he ſaid it was eſſential to ſatisfy, in- 

ſerted the clauſe, written in black ink, on the back of the laſt page but one. 
= Thus the Bill was altered a ſecond time. Your Lord(hips will find by our Minutes 
of the 26th June, 1789, that it was then returned to us, with a declaration from the Gen- 
tleman holding the official ſituation above-mentioned, (and alſo by the very reſpettable 
Gentleman who has pooertaken 1 to move our A in the Houſe of Commons) that it came, as 
nearly 


19 
nearly as poſſible to the ideas of the high perſonages therein mentioned, e with 
the principles of Catholics. 
j Here then, for the moment, was. the alas of Governmeiit. We conferred 
upon it with the three eccleſiaſtical Members of the Committee. Your Lordſhip will find, | 
by the Minutes of the 19th of November 1789, that they all approved of it; and in parti- 
cular the late Vicar Apoſtolic of the London Diſtri kept it by him for two days, and then 
returned it to the Committee, with a verbal declaration, that he ſaw in it nothing contrary to 
faith or good morals. We can aſſure your Lordſhip, that, his expreſſions were even troager 
than the account inſerted of them in the Minutes we have the honor to ſend you. The 
Committeee recolle& he 2 that, he ſaw nothing in the Arge 18 a Catholic * 
not ſafely take. 
Here, my Lord, let us pauſe. The Proteſtation was fanRioucd by al the Apottalic h 
Vicars; but originated with a ſtranger : the Oath was the work of Government: the Bill © 
was framed by them: all has been impoſed on us, we have given in nothing: et this give 
ing in is the firſt charge brought againſt us, by your Lordſhip's Encyclical Letter. 
| In the following October, the Vicars Apoſtolic publiſhed the firſt Encyclical Letter. 
Without aſſigning one reaſon, without even pointing out one exceptionable paſlage, the 
Oath was, by that Letter, declared to be ne 10 our ſubmiſſion to the mandate was 
required. 
| Thus, this Oath, which, upon the requiſition of government, and, with the Pe 
explicit ſanftion of our Biſhop, we had ſignified to be admiſſible; an Oath, which, in its 
efletts and. tendency, is a mere profeſſion of temporal allegiance, and repetition” of that 
proteſtation, which all the Vicars with their co-adjutors and clergy, bad ſigned but 'a 
few months before, that every Oath, my Lord, was pronounced altogether unlawful; and the 
Vicar Apoſtolic of the Weſtern diftri&, by his printed letter of the 24th of December, 2789, 
accuſed us of an attempt to injure religion; and the-Vicar Apoſtolic of the Oy 
diſtri, in his Paſtoral Letter, talked of our infernal ſtratagems. 

In allowing the admiſſibility of the Oath, we might, my Lord, be miſtaken, If we 
were, it was in common with our late venerable paſtor, the Vicar Apoſtolic of the London 
diſtrict; with many clergymen of the moſt exemplary lives, of the moſt diſtinguiſhed 
learning and piety, whoſe eloquence and writings are at once, the ſupport and the ornament 
of the remains of Engliſh- catholicity. Yet even theſe might err. But in hat could 
be founded the attrocious charge: of an attempt to injure religion? Or the atrocious 
imputation of infernal ſtratagems ? This remains for your Lordſhips to explain. It was not 
in our attention to ſubmit the proteſtation, as ſoon as received, to the Vicars Apoltolic, 
In our forbearance from circulating it till we had their permiſſion, in aſſociating with us the 
late Vicar Apoſtolic of the London diſtri; in adviſing wich him on the Oath as finally 

ſettled; in following his example, in allowing its admiſſibility What more than this 
could have been expected from the moſt docile members of Chrilt's Church? 
| B | My. 


- 


| 1 6 1 5 

My Lord,” in your Eneyclical Letter of the 19th of laſt month, you have informed 
the Catholics of your diſtrict, that, the four Apoſtolic Vicars by their Encyclical Letter, 
' Gated October 21ſt, 1789, condemned the Oath,. propoſed at that time, to be preſented 
to Parliament. But permit us, my Lord, to aſk, if this is a fair ſtatement of that circum- 
ſtance. . Your. Lordſhip muſt unqueſtionably have heard, that, of the four prelates who 
figned this cenfure, two ſigniſied their moſt earneſt wiſh, that, the publication of it ſhould 
be ſuſpended, and never could be induced to publiſh it in their reſpective diſtricts. 
Now permit us, my Lord, to declare, that, no cenſure, or other judicial ſentence, 
has any effeR till it is publiſhed. This is admitted equally by canoniſts and civilians. The 
_ Encyclical Letter of the 21ſt of October, 1789, was never publiſhed either in the London, 
or the Middle diſtrias. How far from this circumſtance it loſt its integrity, aud con- 
ſequently its validity, even in the two diftrits, where it was publiſhed, will certainly admit 
of doubt, hut ſurely the truth of hiſtory requires, that, when that cenſure is mentioned, 
this remarkable circumſtance attending it, ſhould. not be forgotten. 

We thought ourſelves called upon to anſwer the Eneyclieal Letter of the 21ſt 
ORober, 1789. We did it by two letters, one addreſſed to all our Catholic brethren ;—the 
other, particularly addrefſed to the four Apoſtolic Vicars, In the former, we gave a 
ſuccin& hiſtory of our proceedings, and a ſhort ſtatement of the objeftions made to 
the Oath, and our anſwers to them. —Tn the latter, we replied, in terms of the moſt reſpeQful 
deference, to the . ken - by the Vicar bs RIM of. the Weſtern Diſtrit 
to the Oath. ' 

In the February following, we ſolicited an interview with the Vicars e The 
late Vicar Apoſtolic of the London Diſtrict was then no more. The Vicar Apoſtolic 
of the Northern Diftri& refuſed to attend the meeting, or to depute any perſons to attend it 
in his ſtead. —The Vicars Apoſtolic of the Middle and Weſtern Diſtricts, and their 
reſpetctive co-adjutors, attended. Being called upon to declare, in what-they thought the 
Oath reprehenſible, the Viear Apoltolic of the Weſtern Diſtrift, was underſtood. by all 
preſent, to concede, that, it contained nothing heretical. This, however he has ſince 
denied. But being urged over and over again, to point out the objetionable paſſages, 
he declined it, and contemed himſelf with denying to the aſſembhy, any right to require him 
to inform them of the parts of the Oath he thought cenſurable, or his reafons for 
thinking them fuch. - The Viear Apoſtolic of the Middle Diſtrict held a conduct totally 
oppoſite. He declared his only objection to the Oath, was the alteration from the 
Proteſtation in that clauſe, which relates to the right of the Pope, or the Church, to 
interfere with the temporal or eccleſiaſtical government of the country, as by law eſta. 
bliſhed. That being reſtored, he declared he ſnould no longer have any objettion to the 
Oath, as it then flood. — With this alteration, the Oath in full was unanimouſly agreed to, 
with the exception of the diſſent of the Vicar Apoſtolic of the Weſtern Diſtrict, and. 
his co-adjutors, declining to give any opinion on the ſubject. We beg leave to add, that 

| the 
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as Vicar Aue of the Middle Diftri& publicly declared, that in figning the con- 
demnation of the Oath as it then ſtood, he did not mean to retraft his ſignature of the 
Proteſtation ;—that he had ſigned the Proteſtation deliberately, and would inviolably 
adhere to it. The candor and truly chriſtian firmneſs and moderation, the Vicar Apoſtolic . 
of the Middle Diftri& diſplayed upon this occaſion, increafed, if poſſible, the veneration and 
reſpect of the puplic for him, and it was a ſingular ſatisfaction to us, that at the laſt General 
Meeting of the Catholics, he was appointed N ae to be of the nn in the 
room of his deceaſed venerabſe brother. 

At that meeting, we had the honor of an unanimous vote of thanks, for j © the. - 
meeting was pleaſed to call our judicious and able exertions, to ſerve the Catholic cauſe; and 

we were inſtructed to go on with the Bill in its preſent ſtate. 

Here the buſineſs for the preſent reſts. - Permit us now to appeal to your Lordlhip's 
candor, whether it can be ſaid or even inſrouaed, with any degree of truth, that the 
Oath originated with us. | 
| At to our ſoliciting the WE of tbe Catholic Difſemers:—The 2 
is equally unfounded, In the form in which the Bill was prepared by us, nothing of the 
kind was mentioned. In all our intercourſe with government, we have ever ſtyled 
ourſelves Catholics. By that appellation we preſented our addreſs to the King and Queen. 
on his Majeſty's happy recovery. By the ſame appellation we prepared our petition, and 
ſhould have preſented it to Parliament, but we were aſſured by high authority in the Houſe 
of Peers, it could not be admitted. | 
| Another circumſtance mentioned in the laſt Encyclical La as a reaſon for 
pronouncing the Oath to be unlawful, * the three proviſoes enatted towards the end 
of the AQ. 

But do your Lordſhips aſſume to ſay, that becauſe the egiſlature will not repeal alt 
the laws againſt the Catholics, it is therefore contrary to faith or to morals, that the 
Catholics ſhould ſolicit an exemption from ſome of them. Yet this conſequence, extravagant 
as it is, neceſſarily follows. Not one of the proviſoes has the operation of a new law; 
they only operate to reſtrain the general operation of the firſt clauſe of the. Bill Suppoſe 
the laws againſt the Catholics to amount in number to fixty. Might not a Catholic, 
without being guilty of hereſy or immorality, ſolicit an exemption from fifty of them? 
Suppoſe then for a moment, a Bill to paſs repealing, by the firſt clauſe, all-the laws, without 
any limitation or exception; but with a proviſo at the end, that nothing contained in 
the firſt clauſe, ſhould extend to ten ſpecitied laws. Would it be ſinful for.a Catholic to 
ſolicit a Bill of this nature? This, my Lord, is exattly the caſe with the Bill now under 
conſideration. The firſt clauſe exempts us from all the laws againſt us of a particular 
deſcription; the proviſoes except ſome particular laws out of this general exemption. 
With your Lordſhips, we lament the infertivn of theſe proviſnes. We go much farther ; 


we alſo lament the infertion of the others. But we cannot mm that either God, or 
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his Church will deem us guilty of hereſy or immorality, in ſoliciting or availing ourſelves of a 
bill, in which they are inſerted. —After the explanation of the nature of theſe proviſoes, 
which we gave in the letter we before had the honor to addreſs to the Vicars: eee we 
confeſs ourſelves ſomewhat ſurpriſed at a repetition of this charge. 3 fool 
It adds to our wonder, when we conſider, that, the Act paſſed for our relief i in 1778, 
(to which the Vicars Apoſtolic have ſo often referred, as the model for us to ſollow,) is in 


_ this reſpeR equally cenſurable as the preſent That act contains a proviſoe, reſtraining its 


operation from ſuits then depending. Our wonder increaſes upon us, when we read the aQs 
paſt for the relief of the Iriſh Catholics. The three proviſoes referred to by your Lord- 
ſhips, are thoſe, which relate to the education of children, and to what the law calls ſuper- 
ſlitious uſes. The Iriſh act contains proviſoes reſtraining its operation from proteſtants re- 
lapſing to popery, or educating their children in the popiſh religion. But notwithſtanding 
theſe clauſes, the oath preſcribed by this very aft, was taken by. the whole body of Iriſh 
Catholics, and approved of by the whole of their reſpectable hierarchy: And their conduct 
vas defended by his Grace, the moſt pious and learned Archbiſhop of Caſhel. . We have be 
honor to ſend your Lordſhip copies of the Iriſh Act. 

| In your 5th article or determination, your Lordſhips declare, that, the Catholic 
Committee, has no right, or authority to determine, on the lawfulneſs of oaths, or declara- 


tions, or other oaths, or inſtruments containing dottrinal matters. By this, your Lordſhips 


unqueſtionably inſinuate, that, we have arrogated to ourſelves this power or authority. We 
beg leave, my Lord, to meet this charge with a moſt poſitive denial of it; We have never 


In the minutes of the General Meeting of the 19th of 88 1786 our Lord- 


| ſhips will find, that, Lord Petre there declared, before the whole Meeting, that “ an idea had 


«* prevailed that the Committee had undertaken to interfere in matters of a nature merely 
* ſpiritual. That, the only inſtance, in which the Committee could be thought to have 
done this, was, in their deliberations, whether it would be for the benefit of religion, that, 
the Vicars Apoſtolic ſhould be Ordinaries; that, the firſt ſtep they had taken in this con- 


cern, was to write to the Vicars themſelves upon it.— That the affair reſted there, and 


that they had interfered in no other matter of a ſpiritual nature.“ 
Upon the ſame principle, when a public ſervice was performed for the reſtoration of 


his Majeſty's health, we defired our Secretary to procure a ſufficient number of copies of 


the thankſgiving appointed to be ſaid for the recovery of his Majeſty, and to have them dif. 
tributed at the door of the Chapel, on the day of the ſolemnity. But, conſiſtently with our 
avowed principle of never interfering in ſpiritual concerns, we expreſsly directed our Secre- 


tary to conſult with Mr. Talbot upon it. You will find an account of this in the minutes of 


our proceedings of the 18th of March 178g. 
My Lord, to accuſe, is not to prove. On our parts, we 1 here produced to your 


Lordſhip, a moſt unequivocal inſtance of our forbearance from interfering in ſpiritual con- 
| cerns; 


cems; And ve know it to be impoſſible for your Lordſhips, to adduce one ſingle inftance 
of proof, to ſupport the charge in or though, perhaps, the moſt nn that could 
have been deviſed. 

It is painful for us to enter into a diſculſion of this nature with your Lordſhips. 
At all times, we have been ready to meet the Apoſtolic Vicars ; to inform them of our pro- 
ceedings; to confer and co-operate with them for the public good. Why then, my Lord, 
precipitate matters? Why circulate this defamatory mandate? Have the faithful been edi- 
fied by it? Has it ſerved the cauſe of religion? Has it recommended Catholics to the 
favour of the nation? To thoſe very Chapels, from the altars of which your laſt CTA Lago 
Letter was promulgated, more than one of us have largely contributed. 

2 Your Lordſhip has now, before you, a candid detail of our proceedings, and copies 
of the original minutes, reſpetting them. Before the great Searcher ol Hearts, we now ſo- 
temnly aſk your Lordſhip, whether, on the view you now have of the bill, and our condutt 
reſpeQing it, it appears to your Lordſhip, that, the principles of the bill, or our conduct 
reſpecting it, are ſuch, as your Lordſhip has proclaimed them to be; Vour Lordſhip muſt 
we think confeſs they are not. An amicable conference of a few minutes would have ſaved 
your Lordſhip, the misfortune of having brought charges againſt us, which you muſt pet- 
ceive are unfounded; and have ſaved us, the painful neceſſity of a defence. 

on the 31ſt of laſt December our Secretary ſormally aſſured your Lordſhip, * That 
ve ſhould not return till the time of the Meeting of Parliament, and that until that time, 
nothing would be done refpeRing the bill. That, as ſoon as we came to town, we would 

„give your Lordſhip the earlieſt information of it, and would be happy to ſhew every 
attention in our power to any thing you might think proper to ſuggeſt to us. Two noble 
members of the Committee had given your Lordſhip fGmilar information, —On Friday ® 
fen'nigbi our Secretary informed your Lordſhip, there would be a ſafficient number of the 

Committee, to aſſemble on the 25th, and that they would procure a meeting between your 
your Lordſhip and them the following _ That day your * Gauges proper to 
anticipate. 


* This is a miſtake the letter in queſtion was dated and ſent on the 23d of laſt January, which did 
not fall on the Friday, but the Saturday, The Committee afterwards wrote to the Vicar Apoſtolic of the 
London Diſtrict, to rectify this error, —lt has face appeared, that the letter in queſtivn was not ſent till the 
Encyclical Leiter was circulated. But neither the writer, nor the Right Reverend Gentleman by whoſe 
approbation i it was written, weie uppriſed of this, at the time the leiter was ſent.— Parliament met on the 24 
of February, That the Committee would be ia town then, and that, till then, nothing would be done, 
the Vicar Apoſtolic of the London Diſtrift had been * Lord Stourton and ang and by the 
Secretary's letter of the gilt of December. | 


C | The 
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The only reaſon aſſigned for this, was, your Lordſhip had been given to underſtand. 

that the papers were before Government. They have been before Government fince the. 
end of the laſt Seſſions but one, at which time, under the ſanction of the Proteſtation, and 
with the avthority of the late Vicar Apoſtolic of the London Diſtri&, we informed Govern- 
ment, the Oath was admiſſible. Upon this, the Oath was taken out of our hands. It was 
then the property of Government. It was in their poſſeſſion, and we could not alter it. 
We might ſtill negotiate and endeavour to bring about any alterations. But it depended 
on Government to receive or rejet them. Not one letter was at our command. Every al- 
teration in the Oath, we knew would retard, and might endanger the progreſs of the bill. 
We muſt therefore know, it would be highly imprudent in us to attempt unneceſſary altera- 
yons. Alterations founded on miſconception and miſapprehenſion, could not but appear to 
us unneceſſary. But when the reſpectable Meeting of the gd day of February 1790, re- 
commended an alteration; we negotiated it with Government; and we negotiated it, be- 
cauſe it appeared to ſome a material, as it certainly was a verbal, deviation from the Pro- 
teſtation. But if alterations would ſatisfy their Lordſhips, why were they not propoſed to 
us from the Meeting of the Vicars Apoſtolic in October 178g ? Did their Lordſhips, at that 
Meeting, agree to countenance or rejett alterations? The Vicar Apoſtolic of the Weſtern 
Diſtridt, in his leiter addreſſed to four members of the Committee, uſed theſe very words: 
Fo form a new Oath would be a vain attempt. For in the firſt place, our people, having 
* taken the oath of 1778, are averſe to take another, and cry out againſt having a ſecond 


forced upon them. Then it would be, in all appearance, impoſſible to frame ſuch an oath 
* as would ſatisfy all parties; ſuch an oath as our Catholics would take, and at the ſame 


« time, ſuch as would ſatisfy Miniſters, &c. 

No deviation from the Proteſtation can now be pointed out. This Proteſtation was 
ſigned by ſix Biſhops, by more than two hundred of the Clergy out of the four diſtrias, 
and by almoſt every name reſpeQable among the Catholics of England. To this Proteſta- 
tion, this ſolemn pledge of our integrity, as Men, Chriſtians, and Catholics, we think our- 
- ſelves bound to adhere. The other parts of the Oath conſiſt of a declaration of fidelity to 
our King and our country, and a profeſſion of allegiance to his Majeſty and his ſucceſſors, ac- 
cording to the att of ſettlement. We affert by it, our belief of the imperial ſovereignty 
of the kingdom of Great Britain; and our belief, that, the depoſing power claimed by ſome 
ill adviſed Popes, is contrary to the revelation of Chriſt. We therefore ſay, we believe it 
to be heretical. © That, it is contrary to ſcripture, to tradition, and the prattic? of the 
Church, we bave the ſolemn declaration of the whole Gallican Church; nor do your Lord- 
fips deny it. As to the qualifying term, © heretical,” we have the authority of two 
Conſultations of the Sorbonne, one in 1680, and the other in 1775, This is the whole ſub- 
lance of the Oath: Here it reſts. It leaves to conſcience, che rights of conſcience; to the 
church, the rights of the church; to the ſucceſſor of St. Peter, the rights of his Holy Apo- 


tolic Sce, | 


Ve 


. 
We conelude by tranſcribing the words of one of the moſt able and moſt upright- 
lawyers this kingdom ever produced; and one of the greateſt friends the Catholics of this 
kingdom ever had. © A State or Conſtitution (theſe are his very words) has the rights of 
ſelf- defence, as well as an individual; and it is competent to each Community to make 
< ſuch regulations, and to ſtipulate ſuch conditions, as appear, on their beſt conſideration, 
to produce the greateſt good, and to avert the moſt evil, ſrom ſociety.—The moſt uſual, 
and perhaps the moſt unexceptionable, is, an oath of fidelity to the ſtate. For no man 
has a right to remain in, and be protected by, the laws of any community, that is plotting - 


its deſtruction. On this ſimple and plain ground, I think every legiſlature ought to pro- 
« ceed; and I truſt, that it will be thought neither injurious to the civil rights, nor offenſive 


* to the conſciences of peaceable Catholics, to comply with it. Pretending to no ſibtle 
«. caſuiſtry, I cannot well ſee, how any man who can take the oath of 1778, can rationally = 


« objet to the propoſed Oath,” 
In the above, we have given your Lordſhip a full and candid account of our proceed. 


ings. We beg your Lordſhip will do us the honor to give it an attentive. peruſal: and 
when your Lordſhip has given it the conſideration you think it deſerves, we beg you will do 
us the honor to appoint a time when we may meet your Lordſhip, and give your Lordſhip 
any further information. But we beg leave to mention to your Lordihip, as as Parlia- 


ment is now met it will be neceſſary to fix on a very early day. 


Mr Loxd, 
Wich the greateſt telpet, 
Feb. 2, 1791. we have the honor to be 


Your Lonpg8nle's 
Moſt obedient and moſt humble Servants, 


CHARLES BERINGTON. STOURTON. 


108. WILKS. PETRE. 
HENRY CHARLES ENGLEFIELD. 


JOHN THROCKMORTON. 
JOHN TOWNELEY. 
THOMAS HORNYOLD. 
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To the Right Reverend CHARLES,-LoxD BrSsnor of Rani, Vicar ' | 

| Apoſtolic of the Weſtern Diſtrict ;——WILLIAM, Lons Branor of 
AcanTHos, Vicar Apoſtolic of the Northern Diſtrict JOHN. 
Loxp Brsnoe of CENTURTA, Vicar Apoſtolic of the Southern 
Diſtrict, of England z | ET 


Mr Loxps,! He | | | 12 = 

+ » '” i , N | 

TI E Bill, for the Relief of the Engliſh Catholics, being ſoon to be brooght mto % 

Houſe of Commons, and your Lordſhips perſiſting in declaring the Oath enjoined to be 

taken by that Bill, (—a Copy of which Oath is annexed to this Inſtrument) toa-beuntlaws - 

ful Wr the underwritten, CLzzacy and Larry, appointed under an unanimous reſolution 

of the General Meeting of the Engliſh Catholics, on the gd day of May 27% (convened 

after a public and printed notice univerſally circulated,) to be a Coummterrs id watch : 

over and promote the public intereſts of the Engliſh Catholics, think it incumbent upon 

us to preſent to. your Lordſhips, this, our SoL.zMn Dzctanation and PROTESTA TION. * 

If the Oath contained an avowal of any point of doſtrine or morals coritrary to the” 
belief of the Catholic Church, we ſhould think it criminal in us, either to contend ſor its 
admiſſibility, in the preſent ſtage of the buſineſs, or to take it at a future time, if it ſhould 
paſs into a law.— For born and educated in the Catholic Church, we acknowledge*our- 
ſelves bound by her decrees, and whatever is of faith, by the expreſs word of c o 
the tradition of his Church, we acknowledge it our duty to believe. 124248 

In common with every Church, in communion with the See of Rome, we acknow- 
ledge the Supremacy of the Pope. This, in the printed Caſe, delivered by us to the 
members of both Houſes of Parliament, previouſly to any mention of our Bill in v the: Houſe | 
of Commons, we declared in the moſt explicit and unequivocal terms. 

Before this, —having occaſion to write to the Miniſter, on the gth of May 4768. 
reſpefting his requiſition to have the opinions of foreign Catholics on the Pope's diſpening 
power,—we ſent him the treatile, intitled, “ Roman CarTxortic ParncielLEs in Refe- 

« rence to Go andthe CounTay,” and accompanied it by a letter, in which we ſignifed it 
D to 


[ 4 4 
to be a a ſummary of our tenets, which we aſſured him we were perſuaded every Catholie 
would readily ſubſcribe to. : 

The 5th article of the ſecond Teftion of this treatiſe is, in the following words : 

* Catholics believe, that, the Biſhop of Rome, ſucceſſor of Saint Peter, is the 
Head of the Catholic Church, in which ſenſe this Church may therefore fitly , 
* be ſtyled Roman Catholic, being" an ieee __ united under o one viſible 
* Head.” 

To hundred Copies of this treatiſe have been aiſtributed, by our Girefion, among 
members of the Eftabliſhed Church and Proteſtant Diſſenters. 

Thus publicly we have acknowledged ourſelves members of the Catholic Church, 
and profeſſed our belief of her doctrines, particularly that of the Pope's Supremacy. Nei- 
ther national prejudice,-—the fear of avowing ourſelves objefts of the many oppreſſive laws 
ſtill remaining in force againſt us, a timorous apprehenſion of the policy of the meaſure, 
nor a caution, perhaps juſtifiable, of keeping from. the public, what the public did not 
expreſsly call upon us to proclaim, withheld us from this open and unreſerved declaration 
of our principles. —We were ſenſible of the duty owing by us to our divine Legiſlator, of 
confeſfing him and his church before men; at the ſame time we knew that none of our 


_ religious principles' were incompatible- with our duty, as men and citizens: we made 
no ſcruple, therefore, of proclaiming, thus publicly, before God and the nation, the 
integrity of our religious principles; and having fatisfied this obligation, we thought our- 
ſelves not only juſtified, but from the cireumſtanees of the times, actually bound in duty to 
declare; with'equal publicity, the integrity of our political principles.-—With this view, 
under the ſandtion of all the Vicars Apoſtolic and all their Coadjutors, and upwards of two 
hundred of the Clergy; (the London Clergy particularly having been for that purpoſe 
regularly convened by their Biſhop,) we ſigned the Proteftation, and it was ſigned by almoſt 
every other Catholic of England of any reſpectability. Having given to God and the 
nation theſe two folemn pledges both of our religious and our political integrity, ſhame be 
upon thoſe who dare to call — —— tho other e ſcoru the ſlander: 
e know we arc good Catholics, and good ſubje tts. 
We have apprized your Lordſhips of every thing reſpe@ing the buſineſs, "e's pro- 
greſs to its preſent ſtage. Your Lordihips know, that, the Oath, when firſt altered from 
the Prateſtation, received the deliberate approbation of the late venerable Vicar of the 
London Diltri& ; and that, as it now ſtands, it received, on the gd of February 1790, the 
approbation of his moſt — Kot" — de- en of the Middle Diſtritt, in 
the preſence of 19 Clergymen. | 
| rr bo antrretetis whe the Oath ; and you have | 
publicly aſſumed to yourſelves, to inhibit the flocks you are ſent to govern from taking it; 
and from taking any new oath or figning any new declaration on doArinal matters: —or 
* lubſcribivg any new — C cation are concerned,” (---are 


your 


* 
i 


L 16 J. 
your Londſhips were of the monſtrous sade of that expreſion?) * without the previous 


« approbation of their reſpective Biſhop.” 
My Lords, if Chrift enjoins ſubmiſion, he enjoins it when ſubmiſſion is reaſonable : 


---and ſubmiſſion muſt ever be unreaſonable, when it is not preceded, by inſtruction and. 


reaſon.---Following the precept of her Divine Maſter, the Church of God, in tender regard 
to the weakneſs of her children, has generally condeſcended to conciliste, has always 
thought herſelf bound to inſtrutt.—It is a rule with her, that the loweſt of her children 
Rd pre wn ITT and be permitted to defend him- 
felf, before he is condemned. | 

Such, my Lords, is the ſpirit of our Divine Maſter; and ſuch, Jay to his 
precepts, is the practice of his Church... How widely different have been the proceedings 
of your Lordſhips ! That Oath, which but a few months ago, under the ſanction of a moſt 
deliberate and explicit approbation of our paſtor, we had ſignified to be admiſſible ;=—that 


Oath, which was grounded on the Proteſtation ſigned, but a few month ago, by all the 


Vicars Apoſtolic, all their Coadjutors, and with few exceptions indeed, by all their Clergy ; 
--=that Oath, my Lords, without a ſpecification of one ſingle objectionable clauſe, was 
pronounced by your Lordſhips to be unlawful, and our conduct reſpecting it cenſured. 
Thus, my Lords, in our regard, no preliminaries, either of form or of right, were 
attended to. No meaſure of conciliation was uſed, no inftrugion was vouchſaſed Ia 
vwhichhof the articles of the Oath, the error, attributed to it, lay, was not pointed out to us; 


Vie were not permitted to explain it: no opportunity was given us to defend ous conduct. 


Is it poſſible to ſuppoſe your heavenly Maſter inſpired a conduRt ſo oppolite to his own 
ſpirit, of prudence, meekneſs, conciliation and juſtice ; or that your Lordfhips ſpoke the 
language of the Church, when you afted in a manner ſo little conformable to its praQtice ?, © 

My Lords, this is not all.---The fame anathema, which is denounced, in the ſcripture, 
againſt thoſe who take from the word of God, is denounced againſt thoſe who add to it. We 
know the Goſpel enjoins us to ſubmit to the dogmatical deciſions of the Church; we alſo 


know the Goſpel does not oblige us to admit as faith the bare aſſertions of three only of its 


Miniſters. Individual Prelates, even National Councils may err; the Church alone is in- 
fallible. Reſpettable for your exemplary piety, your miſſionary zeal, and your many other 
moral and religious endowments, your Lordſhips are entitled to the utmoſt attention and 


reſpe. The utmoſt attention and reſpedt we have ever paid, and ſhall ever pay ou. 
When you deliver to us the ſolemn deciſions of the Church, when you exhort, perſuade, or 
inſtru, we know you are within the ſphere of your paſtoral duty, and we liſten. with reye- 


rence to the language of the.goſpel and tradition. But when you deliver myſterious ora- 
cles, and undertake to filence reaſon and preclude diſcuſſion, by the mere authority of your 
| Encyclical Letters, we cannot but recollett, that God and the whole collective . the 


Church alone, are poſſeſſed N 


* 


Thus 
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Thus wandering from your proper direQtion, we are not ſurprized at your errors. 
We ſee without ſurprize, but with much real concern, that you are quite miſtaken in your 
notions and ſtatements of the principles of the Bill, and of our condutt reſpecting it; — that 
you ſign the Proteſtation one day, retraQ it the next; formally diſapprove of proviſoes in 
the intended AR, and forget that more exceptionable proviſoes were inſerted in the AQ 

paſſed for the relief of the Iriſh Catholics, in 1778. 45 
Surely, my Lords, when your Lordſhips att with ſo much precipitancy, when you 
ſhew ſuch little attention to the forms or the ſubſtance of juſtice, when you ſhew. yourſelves 
ſo unconverſant with the ſubjefis on which you pronounce your determinations ſo. deci- 
ſively; when there is ſo much contradiftion. in your opinions, and fo much-difagree- 
ment among yourſelves ; it is poſſible to call in queſtion the irrefragrability of your articles 
and determinations without incurring the guilt of hereſy, ſchiſm, or diſobedience. For it is 
evident, under theſe circumſtances, you are not to be conſidered as the Church : you are 
but a part of the Church: as ſuch, you are entitled to attention and reſpett.---But where 
reaſon is not ſatisfied, where conviction has not preceded, God and the collective body of 
his Church alone, have a right to require ſubmiſſion : when, under theſe circumſtances, it is 
required by any other, it cannot be that rational ſubmiſſion which Chriſt authorizes his 
miniſters to require : and when there is ſo- great a miſapprehenſion of authority, there 


cannot but be a ſtrong preſumption, that there is an equal miſapprehenſion of the * to 


which it is applied. 
To ſupport your Lordſhips' requiſition to ſubmiſſion, the only argument * = 


your Lordſhips is, that © you are the Vicars Apoſtolic of this country ;---are therefore the 


* higheſt eccleſiaſtical authority in this country; your decrees, therefore, till they are 


, ©-reverſed by an higber authority, in this country, muſt be ſubmitted to.” 


Permit us, my Lords, to enquire if your Lordſhips ſeriouſly conſidered the © HR 
propoſition before you aſſerted it? The conſlitution of the Church and the hiſtories of every 
age, and almoſt every realm of Chriſtendom, prove its erroneouſneſs. 

In the year 519, under the pontificate of Pope Hormiſdas, a diſpute aroſe on the 
propoſition, One of the Trinity has been crucified for our ſalvation.” The aftirmative 
was ſupported by the' Monks of Scythia; Fope Hormiſdas was conſulted upon it: he 


_ ſeverely cenſured the Monks for maintaining it; he called them obſtinate and turbulent 
men, that deſpiſed the authority of the Holy Fathers ; complained he could not ſtop their 


extravagancies by his admonitions, his mildneſs, or his authority, and ſaid, they ought to be 
ſhunned. About 12 years after, Pope John the II. pronounced in favour of their propofi- 
tion, and the whole Church aequieſced iu his deciſion. But permit us, my Lords, to aſk, 


whether, during the interval between the cenſure of Hormiſdas and the approbation 


of John, ratified by the ſubſequent conſent of the Univerſal Church, it was lawful for 
any Chriſtian, of any part of the world, to deny the lawfulneſs of the propoſition in queſ- 


® Sce the Defenſe de la Declaration de YAemblee du Clerge de France, — particularly lib, 9, 1 
ion, 


L 
tion, though the unlawfulneſs of it was maintained by the Biſhop of Rome, the higheſt 
authority, except that of the Univerſal Church, in the Chriſtian world. 5 

In 633, Cyrus, Patriarch of Alexandria, the firſt of the Monothelites, publiſhed a 
decree, in which he laid it down, that in Jeſus Chriſt there was but one operation of che 
wilt. This doctrine was received by Sergius, the Patriarch of Conſtantinople. Sophronius, 
afterwards Patriarch of Jeruſalem, rejected this profane novelty with horror. The Patri- 
arch Sergius ſent an account of this to Pope Honorius: the Pope, in his anſwer, approves 
of the conduct and doctrine of Sergius, and finiſhes his letter, by ſaying, © Preach theſe 
© things with us, as we preach them with you.” But the doftrine thus maintained by two! 
Patriarchs and a Pope, was afterwards condemned by the 6th General Council in 682 
We therefore alk,---During the years which elapſed between the decree of Cyrus, and che 
- condemnation of the 6th General Council, was it lawful for an Alexandrian, a Gonſtanci-" 
nopolitan, or a Roman to maintain the poſition in queſtion, though moſt W 
to his faith by the nigheſt ſpiritual authority of the country ? | 1 

We ſhall trouble your Lordſhips but with one more inſtance. | 

Your Lordſhips are apprized of the ravages which the berefy of Arius ien 
Chriſtian empire ; in ſo much, that (to uſe the expreſſion of one of the Fathers) the univerſe 
was aftoniſhed at finding herſelf become Arian,---How many Biſhops, Archbiſhops and 
Patriarchs,—--how many Provincial Councils and Synods, authorized by their example and 
their decrees this unhappy hereſy! To complete the calamity, Pope Liberius yielded to it, by 
figning the confeſſion of Sirmium, and abandoning St. Athanaſius, whoſe cauſe was then 
inſeparable from that of the faith. Might not each of theſe unhappy Prelates have addret- 
ſed their reſpetlive flocks in the language you have addreſſed us?---Mighbt not they have 
ſaid to them, we are the higheſt eccleſiaſtical authority of the diftrift in which you-rcfide * 
« till our deciſions are reverſed by a ſtill higher authority, it is your duty to ſubmit to us ?* 
But would this, my Lords, have juſtified the flock in obeying their deciſions? Would it 
have juſtified them in denying the divinity of Chriſt? You ſee. the nnn to _ 
your poſition leads. We are perſuaded you will urge it no longer. 

You may ſay, that in all the caſes we have mentioned, if ſome Biſhops and ſome 
Clergy maintained the. unlawful propoſitions, there were other Biſhops and other Clergy 
who oppoſed them. But is this not {© with us? Did nat the late Vicar Apoſtolic of the 
London Diftri& approve of the Oath without the Alteration ?- Has not the Vicar Apoſtolic 
of the Middle Diſtrict approved of the Oath with the alteration ? Have they not been 
joined by ſeveral of the Clergy, the moſt eminent for their learning, their piety, and other 
miſhonary endowments? Is it not ſupported by moſt of the families, from whom religion, 
in this country, derives the greateſt ſuccours ? This is not the caſe of an individual aQting 
in oppoſition to the Biſhop. With fo great a weight of authority againſt vou, conciliation 
and inſtruction were particularly to be expetted from you. Is it poſſible to ſuppoſe a. caſe 
where they were more called for? where there was leſs reaſon, or leſs right, to require 
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tat blind ſubmiſſion, you have required from us? In ſhort you have ſpoken,-——the 
Church has not. 
Of the firm and conſcientious adherence of the Right Reverend Vicar Apoſtolic 
of the Middle Diſtrict, to his opinion of the lawfulneſs of the Oath, as it now ſtands, 
we have received the following n n BLE TESTIMONY. 


Dear Sir, f | ; = 
You requeſt to know our opinion of what paſſed in the public conver- 
fation at Longbirch yeſterday. We can have but one opinion. 

Mr. T. Talbot, repeatedly in the moſt unequivocal manner, declared, that he 
approved of the Oath in its preſent form; which form, agreeably to his own requilition, 
had been accepted in a public meeting on the gd of February, 1790: that, from that 
«approbation, he ſhould not recede. That, when in a letter he lately addreſſed to 

. © Mr. Gibſon, in London; he ſpoke of having condemned the Oath, he meant the Oath as 
* it was originally worded, for that he could not mean to ſay, he had condemned what he 
had publicly approved. That he even lamented the meaſures in the condemnation of the 
* firſt Oath, had been ſo precipitately conducted: That, he thought it unneceſſary at this 
time, to give any new formal approbation of the preſent Oath, becauſe his former 
declaration, he knew, was on the minutes of the Committee, and muſt be publicly known. 
That, he apprehended beſides, ſhould he, (as we requeſted he would) give you a written 
*2pprobation of the Oath, that it might ſtill more irritate the minds of ſome men, and 
«tend to widen the unhappy breach.—Finally, that he admired the temper, and great 
* moderation of the gentlemen of the Committee, whoſe views he thought were moſt upright, 
and whoſe zeal to promote the cauſe of religion, and the intereſt of their Catholic 
« brethren, merited the warmeſt commendation.” | 

| Such were Mr. Talbot's ſentiments often expreſſed before us in the courſe of 
| the day. And with regard to ourſelves give us leave, Sir, on this occaſion, to repeat to you 

our deliberate acquieſcence in 'the words of the Oath; to lament the continuance of 
the oppoſition which is made to it; and to teſtify how much we applaud the general meaſures, 
which have been hitherto purſued by you, and the other genttenten of our Committee, 
to obtain from Parliament a further redreſs of grievances. 


With ſincere regard, we remain, 


Bens: | Dear Sir, 
* Longbirch, Feb. 15. #7911 Four affeQtionate and humble Servants, 
E | | | 3 Anthony Clough, Joſeph Beringtop, . 
ditretied to the | Thomas Flyn, Edward Eyre, 

R. Rev. C. Berington. George Beeſton, 4 
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My Lords, your pretenſions to authority in the manner you have exerciſed it, being 
thus ſet aſide, your Decrees muſt neceſſarily fink, into mere matters of private opinion, 
and have no more weight than they derive from the internal, or external evidence 
of their truth. 

The objettions to the Oath, we have ſo fully diſcuſſed in our former publication, 
that we ſhall now ſay little on the ſubjett. But permit us, my Lords, to ſay, one great 

Error prevades all we have had the honor to ſee in writing, or to hear in diſcourſe 
from your Lordſhips: Vo coNCElVE THE WORDS OF THE PROTESTATION AND THE 
OATH, ARE TO BE UNDERSTOOD IN THE MEANING THEY MIGHT HAVE IN THE LANs, 
GUAGE OF THE SCHOOLS. 
Thus, my Lords, the words © a right toaffet and nn 8 e to your underſtand- 
ings, a right to affett and interfere by the ſpiritual operation of ſpiritual cenſures; and the word 
« perſons,” appears to you ſynonimous with the“ ſouls or conſciences. But no two things 
have leſs relation to one another, than the language of buſineſs, and the language of 
the ſchools. My Lords, it is indiſputable, that an Oath muſt be taken in its plain and obvi- 
ous ſenſe. Where a doubt ariſes on the plain and obvious ſenſe of an Oath, it can only be 
aſcertained by conſidering it in regard to the perſons who propoſe it, the perſons to whom. 
it is propoſed, the ſubjett of it, and the end, to which it is intended to be applied. 
In the preſent caſe, every thing of this kind, is of a temporal nature. It is propoſed by the 
temporal power of the State; to Catholics, in the civil capacity of ſubjeas; with a vier 
to their civil and ſocial duties ;---and- in order to ſecure their fidelity to the State. 
All this is of a temporal nature. This, my Lords, is the teſt, by which the Oath ought to be 
tried, and its meaning aſcertained.---Tried by this.teſt, we appeal to your own judgments, 
whether any part of it, will not be found perfectly harmleſs and unobjeQtionable ? 

The frequent inſtances of the imprudent interference of the eccleſiaſtical authority, 
ſince the Reformation, to impede the attempts of the Catholics, to obtain relief from the 
laws enacted againſt them, and the fatal conſequences of thoſe attempts, both in the 
caſe of religion, and on the perſons and fortunes of Catholics, ſhould we ans have. 
cautioned you againſt too much zeal on the preſent occaſion. 

In the eleventh year of queen Elizabeth, Pius Veh, fulminated his Pots bull, 
Regnans in Excelſis, in which]he not only excommunicated. that princeſs, but declared ber 
fallen from her ſovereignty, and her ſubjects abſolved from their allegiance; and forbad 
them, under pain of Anathema, to obey her laws. From this period, the Engliſh 
Catholics have to date the national odium and oppreſſion, under which, they have ever 
ſince laboured.---From this period it has always been aſſerted, that Catholics held principles 
inconſiſtent with a Proteſtant government; and that they could never reconcile the duties, 
which they owe to the ſupreme Paſtor of their Church, with the duties which they owe o 
their temporal ſovereign and RRC e This ſolemn AR ofthe firſt Paſtor, is always 


appealed 
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appealed to by their enemies, as an indiſputable proof of the traiterous principles of 
the flock. 
| The Catholic body however, continued true to government, in oppoſition to Papal 
authority; and although ſome individuals publiſhed ſeditious doftrines, or attempted 
criminal practices, yet the body at large never ſuffered themſelves to be infected, and 
remained at once ſteady members of the Catholic Church, and dutiful ſubjects to the ſove- 
reign powers of their country.----Many of the prieſts made the moſt ſolemn profeſſions of 
loyalty and duty, notwithſtanding any commands from Rome, to oppole or diſobey their 
lawful Queen. Among the queſtions propoſed to the miſſionaries by the government 
of this land, one was, whether they would obey and defend their Queen, although the Bi- 
ſhop of Rome ſhould command them to diſobey and ſorſake her. * | 
Thus the Catholics began to recover from the nationa! odium, brought upon them 
by the unwiſe and unjuſtifiable bull of Pius the Vth. Uader James Iſt, many cir- 
cumſtances intitled them to expect a great degree of relief and toleration.----But they were 
deſtined to be thrown by another unwiſe and unjuſtifiable Brief, under an accumulated 
weight of odium. After the infernal horrors of the gun-powder treaſon, James the Iſt. 
cauſed the Oath of allegiance to be enatied in Parliament, as a teſt, by which his loyal 
Catholics, ho were attached to their duties as ſubje&ts, might be diſcriminated from thoſe 
other Catholics, who were under the predominancy of a foreign Power.--, The Catholics in 
general, were ardent to take the Oath, and boped by taking it, to reſtore themſelves 
to their natural rights. Churchmen again interfered, and again blaſted their hopes. Three 
ſucceflive Briefs of Paul the Vth condemned the Oath of Allegiance, as containing many 
things contrary to faith and hoſtile to ſalvation. On every ſubſequent attempt made by the 
Catholics of England, to prove that their religious principles were not inconſiſtent with the 
Civil government of their country: - their efforts were quained by. theſe authoritative 
decifions. 
In 1648, fifty of the moſt reſpectable noblemen and centlemen of the Engliſh. Caiho- 
lics, ſubſcribed the negative of the following propoſitions. 
| J. LIT "Ry. 
That, the Pope or Church, bath power to abſolve any perſon or perſons from their 
obedience, to the civil and political government eſtabliſhed, or to be eftabliſhed 
in this nation in civil and political affairs, 
| = ; 
That, by the command or diſpenſation of the Pope or Obesch, it is lawful to kill, 1. deftroy, 
or do any injury to any perſon or perſons living within the King's dominions, becauſe 
that ſuch a perſon or perſons are accuſed, condemned, cenſured, -or excommunicated 
for error, ſchiſm, or . 


* See Mr, Dodd's Church Hiſtory. 
III. 
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III. 
That, it is lawful in itſelf, or by diſpenſation from the Pope, to break promiſe, or oath, 
made to any of the aforeſaid perſons, under pretence that they are heretics. 

In what manner did the ſubſcription of the negative of theſe propoſitions affett their 
faith as Catholics? Yet the authority of the Court of Rome was again brought forward 
to ſtop them. Several of their leading prieſts were conſulted, and among others the 
illuſtrious Holden, then the ornament of the Engliſh clergy, and among the moſt eminent 
of the Sorbonne divines; but on this, and on every occaſion, the authority of Paul V. 
was held out, to deter the Engliſh Catholics from pledging their integrity — 4 men 
and citizens. 

Your Lordſhips have ſeen the Iriſh Remonſtrance. It is as harmleſs and as free from 
objettion as a profeſſion of allegiance can be. Yet it was cenſured: the Remonſtrants were 
excommunicated, and ſeveral of them periſhed from want.---It adds to the harſhneſs; notto 
ſay the cruelty of the interference of the Court of Rome upon theſe occaſions, that 
by repeated declarations the Sorbonne, and other univerſities of France, reprobated the 
dottrine of the Pope's temporal power, and while theſe proceedings of the proſperons 
Church of France were tolerated, the ſame” proceedings were uniformly and ſeverely 
condemned among the afflidled Catholics of England and Ireland. Thus on the 
one hand, the nation refuſed to relax the ſeverity of the laws againſt the Catholics, till they 
diſavowed the Pope's temporal power; the Coutt of Rome and her delegates on the 
other, forbid their doing it; — and by interfering to prevent them, left them to confiſcations, 
national odium, perſecution, and death. Their laſt effort was an advantage taken of a 
difficulty ariſing on the words heretical. The deciſiom of the Sorbonne, and the many 
luminous and unanſwerable writings, by which the divines and lawyers of France had 
vindicated the independence of their Sovereigns, in concerns of a temporal nature, had 
convinced every thinking Catholic, that the claim of the Court of Rome, either in a dire 
or indirect power in temporals, could not be ſupported; and Rome herſelf ſaw that the time 
was come, in which, to enforce it in the dominions of other princes, even by her ſpiritual 
cenſures, would be unwiſe and impolitic. Still ſhe continued to aſſert it in her own 
dominions; and ſtill the Bull in Cœna Domini, (that eternal monument of the extent and ex- 
travagance of her claims and pretenſions,) was continued to be read on every Maunday-=Thur& 
day, within the holy walls of the Church of St. Peter. With theſe diſpoſitions it is not 
to be ſuppoſed, ſhe would permit, if ſhe could hinder, an expreſs diſavowal of it by che 
Engliſh Catholics.--- Their loyalty was however ſo ſtrong, that, ſhe found it umpollible 0 
reſtrain them from it any longer. When unfortunately the word keretical” afforded 
a pretence for it, ſuch of her adherents as reſided in the dominions of the Court, or in 
dominions under the influence of Rome, contended that the whole Clauſe in James's Oath” 


- 
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of Allegiance, by which the depoſing power is denied was unlawful: DDme went ſo far 
as to ſay, the depoſing power was every thing, but an article of faith. This would not be 
endured by Engliſh ears. In England, therefore, the doctrine was admitted to be 


unlawful: it was ſtiled a novel doctrine, a falſe, a ſcandalous, an impious, a deteſtable 


doarine, which deſerved to be rejected, with. horror, by Catholics. This was allowed, 
but it was ſaid, that it vas not pronounced in terms heretical, by the ſcripture or any coun- 
cil. It was not, therefore, in the ſcholaſtic ſenſe, of the word, heretical. From this it was 
inferred, that the Catholics could not ſwear it was heretical. This ſtrange difficulty was 
held out as a terror, to reſtrain Catholics from ayowing their fidelity to their king and 
their country, and unfortunately had too powerful an operation. * But this laſt effort of 
ingenuity at length failed of eſſect. Twice the Sorbonne were conſulted, and twice they 
determined, that, the Catholics might, nay, that they ought, to take the Oath with the 


qualifying term beretical. 
At length in 1682, came out the famous Declaration. of the Gallican Clergy. 


From that time fincere Engliſh Catholics ſaw, that the difficulties of ſome of their 
anceſtors, had been ill grounded, and that they had been, for near a century and a half, 
the victims of Papal encroachments upon the civil rights of their country. But an oppor- 
tunity did not ſoon preſent itſelf of juſtifying their tenets: in 1775, a favourable proſpett 
ſeemed opening for the relief. of the Catholics of England and Ireland. It was then 
that Sor bonne was anew conſulted. by the Iriſh Catholies, and returned their anſwer, in 
perfett conformity with the declaration of the Gallican clergy in 1682, and with the ns 
of their own Faculty in 1686, 

In 1738, when the prejudices of dackevil a were removed, the Catholics of a 


land and Ireland embraced with axdour, an opportunity of declaring the purity and 


integrity of their political principles. Their biſhops co-operated. In vain had Paul Vth 


declared the Oath of Allegiance irreconcileable with faith and ſalvation :---in vain, had he 


forbidden the Catholics to take that, or any 'fimilar oath :---in vain, had the authority, of 


preceding Popes been urged to deter them: — in vain, bad Cardipal- Prote ctors and 


Nuncios pretended, that, former attempts of ſecuring Allegiance to Proteſtant kings againſt 
the powers of the Pope, was a corruption of Catholic faith ; in vain, had they afferted, that 
iigaing a pledge of civil ſubiniſſion to temporal government, would do more hurt than, 
all the former perſecutions of heretics, +—All this formidable. authority vaniſhed, when, 
the Catbolics were permitted by government» in an aw ful moment of the Empire, to declare 
their fincere, unſeigned principles. Their religious perſuaſion. conſcientiouſly attached. 
them. to the communion. of the Catholic Church and Apoſtglic See, hut as ſubjects and 
citizens, they knew no ſovereign, and acknowledged no laws, but the ſovereign and laws of 
their country. We repeat, and we confidently repeat, that, with the exception of the, 


* See Creſſys Apologet eil Letter, and Stillingfleet's Anſwer. 
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epithetical qualification, the Oath of 1778 is virtually and in effect, the ſame as the Oath o 
Allegiance proffered by James the Iſt. 

If under Paul V. and Urban VIII. and Innocent x. and Ales VII. the 
Engliſh and Iriſh Catholies had flighted, as they did in 1778, - thoſe decifions of authority, 
which extended its empire over temporal concerns, and therefore to objefts not within its 
competency,—would they not have prevented the moſt diſmal misfortunes to themſelves 
and their polterity; and have reſcued their religion from the moſt ſfanderous and abomi- 
nable reproach? Had the better ſpirit of 1778 prevailed under Paul V. how much would 
the hatred and oppreſſion of Catholics been diminiſhed? In 1778 the unjuſt encroachments - 
of authority were repelled, and the example then ſet will be our juſtification, at preſent, 
unleſs it be proved, that, in pledging our integrity, as men and citizens, to our country, 
we have really renounced ſome articles of catholic faith and communion. | 

The relief obtained in 1778 was extremely partial, and the oath, then required by 
Government, though adequate to the purpoſe of ſecuring our loyalty, in a critical conjunc- 
ture, was not deemed by the nation a ſufficient teſt of our ſocial and political principles. 
Ancient animoſities revived, and the remembrance of the horrors of 1780, will long bear 

teſtimony with what violence they burſt forth. -Engliſh Proteſtants till ſuſpected, that, we 
maintained principles dangerous to ſociety, and totally repugnant to political and civil 
liberty. In every publication of alarmed zeal we were called upon, by our prejudiced 
fellow-ſubje&ts, to renounce theſe dangerous principles: we were defied to renounce them 
conſiſtently with our adherence to the Catholic faith. Even moderate Proteſtants, Who 
expreſſed a deſire to extend to us the bleſſings of toleration, inſiſted on this previous renun- 
ciation of imputed principles“, when we were direQed at a General Meeting to apply for a 
repeal of the penal laws, the firſt requiſition from the Miniſter to us was to ſtate the extent of 
the diſpenſing power. For this purpoſe, the anſwers of foreign univerſities were procure 
at his requeſt. An inſtrument of proteſtation was then preſented to us, containing the ob- 
jeftions of Proteſtants and the anſwers, which they declared would be fatisfaQtory. We 
were called upon to ſign this inftrument,—CLzxcy AND Latty, WE $16NED.—Are there 
among us perſons capable of receding from their ſignatures and proſtituting their honor? 

| This proteſtation was converted into the form of an oath. Shall we refuſe to"fwears 
when called upon by our country, what we moſt ſolemnly proteſted under our hand-wrinung 7 
The violation of an oath may accumulate the guilt of perjury on prevarication; but vera 
city is equally ſacred, whether a proteſtation be made upon honour, or upon oath. Tauts 
in te ſit veri amor, ut quidquid dixeris, id juratom putes, was the exhortation of a Father of the“ 
church, and he muſt be deſtitute of chriſtian lincerity, who thinks he is not equally bound 
to tell the truth without diſguiſe, when called upon to make a ſolemn afſeveration, as if he- 
had an oath officially tendered. To recede therefore from any part of the ME aft 
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would be a flagrant violation of veracity; a criminal prevarication; a mortal wound to the 
integrity of Catholics, and conſequently an everlaſting confirmation of the prejudice of 
Proteſtants, that our religion permits us to uſe duplicity and equivocation. - Is it into this 
diſhonour we are exhorted, nay required, by your Lordſhips, to plunge ? Does not autho- 
rity exerted to effect this purpoſe, tend to deſtruſtion not to edification? and if ſuch an 
authority were ſubmitted to, would not an undue reſpett for the miniſters of religion involve 
the ruin of religion itſelf W you rg maturely ey theſe momentous 
conſequences ? | - 

In the Proteſtation what have the Catholics renounced in a body, which has not been | 
_ uniformly declared by their beſt writers, to be only aſperſions on our religion. Compare 
the Proteſtation with the writings of our beſt controvertiſts; compare it particularly with 
the ſtandard works of Mr. Gother and the account of catholic principles; compare it with 
the declarations of Catholics long before the Reformation began; will not theſe reſpectable 
authorities prove, that our principles are the principles of the wiſeſt of our anceſtors? Did 
not our anceſtors ever maintain, that the crown of England was a ſovereign, imperial and 
independent crown? That the laws of England could never be altered, but by the legiſla- 
ture of England? That all encroachments of foreign powers, whether civil or eccleſiaſtical, 
oughtto be refiſted, and conſequently, that the ſpiritual authority acknowledged by Catho- 
lics to reſide in the church, could not affett or interfere either with the prerogatives of the 
crown or the perſonal rights of the ſubjett. a 

As to acknowledging no infallibility in the Pope, is it not expreſsly ſaid, in the Ca- 
tholic principles, that this is no tenet of our faith? but if no tenet of our faith, and we do 
not even believe it as an opinion, why ſhould we be reſtrained from declaring, that we do 
not acknowledge it? eſpecially, as it is the controul of this principle, which, above all other 
conſiderations, excites the difidence of our proteſtant fellow ſubjects. Your Lordſhips 
cannot but recolle& the immortal Raport of the Biſhop of Tournay“, before the clergy of 
France in 1682. The following paſſage muſt have arreſted your attention. | 

« Si cette infallibilitè etoit bien fondee; il faudroit mourir pour la ſoutenir; et A 
quelque cloignement de Vegliſe qu” elle porte nos freres ſeparcs, i] ne ſeroit jamais permis 
de la diſſimuler. Mais, en veritẽ, <tant viſible qu'elle n'eſt appuyte ni ſur Vecriture, ni 
« ſur la tradition; et etant certain d' ailleurs, que rien ne retient fi fortement les Proteſtans - 
« dans le ſchiſme, que la prevention dans la quelle ils ſont, que nous nous faiſons un point 
de religion de cette infallibilite, de cette independance des canons, de cette monarchie 
« abſolue, & de cet enorme pouvoir, que quelques theologiens, de ces derniers tems, ont 
* attribue, au Pape, contre ce que l'ecriture, & toute la tradition nous enſeignent, n'eſt il 
pas de notre devoir, & de notre charite paſtorale, de tirer enfin le rideau, & de declarer. 
& nos vrais ſentiments a toute la terre]? 


* Monficur de Choiſeul, 10 
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If this infallibility was well founded, it would be our duty to die for the fupport of 
* jt, and however great might be the diſtance from us, to which it forced thoſe of our bre- 
* thren who have ſeparated from us, it could not be lawful even to diſſemble it. But in 
«truth it being evident, that it is founded neither on ſcripture nor tradition, and it being 
« alſo certain, that nothing tends ſo much to keep proteſtants in the ſtate of ſchiſm, as their 
« prepoſſeſſion, that this infallibility, and this independence of the canons, this abſolute mo- 
e narchy, this enormous power, which ſome divines of modern times have attributed to the 
Pope incontradiQion to goſpel and tradition, are articles of our faith, do not our duty 
* and our paſtoral charity require from us to liſt up at 20 the veil, and declare our real 
« ſentiments to the whole world?“ 

Your Lordſhips well know, that many attempts have wap made to extend the Pope 5 
infallibility not only to dogmatical queſtions of faith, but even to particular judgments con- 
cerning facts; ſo that, however erroneous or ill-grounded the judgments might be, ſtill the 
faithful were bound to honour them by their ſubmiſſion. 

It was this extravagance, that diminiſhed the reſpe& due to the authority of the Pope, 
even when moving within his own ſphere as firſt paſtor of the church, and undoubtedly, car- 
ried to this exceſs, there cannot be a more pernicious doctrine than that of Papal infallibility. 
For if the Pope's judgment be irreformable, and he ſhould, like Paul V. declare, that an oath © 
of civil allegiance is a violation of Catholic faith, to what dire extremities would the faith- 
ful be reduced? They could not fulfil the double obligation impoſed upon them by their Sa- . 
viour, of rendering to God what belongs to God, and to Ceſar what n to Caſar; they 
could not be good ſubjects and ſteady Catholics. 

In anſwer to this, it is ſaid, that the Catholic confines the infallibility to 1 
of a ſpiritual nature; and therefore, if the Pope undertakes to pronounce in concerns of a 
temporal nature, the Catholic, though he admits his ſpiritual infallibility, is under no obliga- 
tion of attending to him. But then, ſays the Proteſtant, if the Pope aſſumes to pronounce a 
temporal concern to be a concern of a ſpiritual WRT is not the Catholic bound to ſubmit 
his judgment tothat of the Pope? 

Thus Cardinal Bellarmine is known to have IE: an advocate for the Pope's indi- 
rect power in temporals, and to have held the contrary opinion to be every thing but hereſy. 
He certainly has on his fide numbers of Tranſalpine divines. Here then is an opinion of 
the moſt deleterious tendency; an opinion, which ſtrikes at the root of all eſtabliſhed govern- 
ment, yet pronounced by a Cardinal of unqueſtionable-learning- and abilities as probable 
in the higheſt degree, and approaching nearly to an article of faith. Let us advance but 
one degree further, and ſuppoſe this Cardinal to be elected Pope, and to perſuade himſelf, 
and to proclaim to the faithful, that the article in queſtion is of a ſpiritual nature, Tas of 
faith ;—the miſchief is done. 
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All this to a Catholic may, and yet we cannot well ſee how it can, a ideal, 
But to a Proteſtant it muſt appear poſſible, and when he reflects on the Acts of the 
Gregories, the Innocents, the Bonifaces, and the Pauls, and particularly on the famous 
bull of Pius the Vth, that direful cauſe of the calamities of England, and the bull of Sixtus 
Quintus, that direful cauſe of the calamities of France, it muſt appear to him highly 
probable. If therefore we do not believe the Pope to be infallible, even in religious 
matters, without the conſent of the Church, (and by the Proteſtation we have declared we 
do not,) why ſhould we not, for the ſatisfaction of our Proteſtant countrymen, declare 
upon our oath, that we acknowledge no infallibility in the Pope; and thus, by avowing our 
real ſentiments on the principle itſelf, prevent every poſſibility of being ſuſpected to hold 
the pernicious conſequences which muſt neceſſarily follow, when the principle is extended 
to that undue and dangerous latitude, to which it has ſometimes been carried? * Won- 
* derſul it is,” we ſay with Cardinal Turrecremata, that, when the Popes ſpeak them- 
« ſelves of their own power with moderation, ſome little dottors, (doctorculi) exceeding all 
* bounds of reaſon in their adulation, ſeem to equal them to God.” „Thus,“ ſays 
Cardinal Cuſa, while they exalt the Holy See too high, they in fat deprefs and con- 
* found it. Of theſe Pius the Vth uſed to complain, and faid, they had done too much 
miſchief to the Holy See. We finiſh with the words of Melchior, Cano; Thoſe who- 
raſhly, and at all rates defend the Pope's right of judgment on every ſubjett, do not ſerve 
his cauſe. No lying, no adulation does Peter A 8 N from us.Petrus non eget menda- 
cio noſtro, noſtra adulatione non eget. * 

. My Lords, we team notre diſcuſs with you e the Proteſtation. The 
Authors we have referred to are ſufficient warrants. Nor is it a duty incumbent upon us, 
to enter into a juſtification of each ſeparate poſition. The inſtrument came to us ſigned by 
the greateſt eccleſiaſtical authority among the Catholics of this kingdom. Were the 
body of our clergy, our biſhops and our prieſts, ee ar of their religion? 

Have they all concurred to fign away their faith ? 

' There is but one obſervation more, that we will urge. The word, ing; 
has been mentioned as inadmiſſible. You recolle& the various 'decifions of Sorbonne 
and the other univerſities of France, againſt SanQiarellus and Malagola, The doctrine 
is declared novel, falſe, ſcandalous, contrary to the word of God, &c. Is 
it not then heretical? Conſiſtently with their former decrees, and with the doctrine of 
the Gallican Church, the Sorbonne hach twice, as we have already mentioned, 
affured the Catholics of theſe dominions, that they might abjure it, as heretical. 
But why recur to foreign authorities? They have their Boſſuet and their Choiſeul : 
we bave our Challoner' and our Gother. Both theſe reſpeftable perſons thought the 
propoſition in queſtion heretical, otherwiſe they would not have Ps the following 


» Vide Caron's Dedication to Alexander VII. 
curſe, 


- 
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curſe, at the end of one of the moſt popular books of controverſy among the Engliſh | 
Catholics, © Curſed is he who believes there is authority in the Church, Pope, 
Council, or Prieſts, which can give leave to commit fin, depoſe, or murder ſove- 
* reigns, Amen.“ * 

Theſe, my Lords, are our principles. A detail of our proceedings we have inſerted 
in our letter to the Vicar Apoftolic of the London Diſtrict, of the ad inſtant, to which we 
refer. To the above effett we had the honour of expreſſing ourſelves to the Vicars 
Apoſtolic of the London and Northern Diſtrits, at our conference on Tueſday, the 8h 
inſtant. You, my Lords, biſhops of Acanthos and Centuria, wilt recollect, that from the 
time of the opening of the buſineſs, you inſiſted on there being no neceſſity of giving the 
reaſons of your cenſures.—But, upon being greatly preſſed, you mentioned ſome of 
the paſſages you objetted to; and a diſcuſſion enſued on the meaning of the word, ®perſons,”” - 
which involved in it, the material queſtion, whether the words of the Oath were to 
be taken in their ſcholaſtic or ordinary ſenſe. You will recolle@ our offer to ſubmit to the 
opinion of two civil lawyers, two common lawyers, and two Catholic lawyers, whether by 
the whole of the clauſes reſpecting the right of interference, any thing could be meant to 
affe&t the rights of conſcience, or the ſpiritual effetts of ſpiritual cenſures? That you, 
my Lord, biſhop of Centuria, defired it to be inſerted in the minutes, that you gave 
no anſwer to this propoſition ; and you, my Lord, biſhopof Acanthos, ſaid you had no objec- 
tion, but would not ſtand to their deciſions, and wiſhed the above conſtruftion inſerted in 
the Oatht. 'Your . will recollect, with what candor and harmony, with what 

| | | * 


* Vide Papiſt Miſrepreſented, and Repreſented again. Nineteenth Edition. 


+ Though the Vicars Apoſtolic did not accede to this propoſition, it was SS thoughtadviſeable to tate 
a Caſe upon the point in queſtion for the opinion of Mr. Hill, his Majeſty's Premier Serjeant at Law, the firſt lawyer at 
the bar in point of office and precedence; —and confeſſedly inferior to none in legal learning, and particularly eminent 
for his profound knowledge of the Civil and Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution of this Country, The Caſe and the Opinion. 
are copied below. It has been objected, that the point is of a ſpiritual nature, and none, therefore, but a Catholic 
' Prieſt is capable of judging of it, and that the opinion of the loweſt Prieſt in the Church is to be preferred to that of 
the moſt learned among the Laity, in ſpiritual concerns. 

But this, ſurely, is not a fair ſtatement of the matter. In the Caſe laid before the Serjeant, the queſtion is not made 
on any point of doctrine. The divine commiſſion and ſpiritual authority of the Church, and the ſpiritual headſhip of 
the Pope, are there expreſsly admitted to be tenets of the Catholic faith.” The point ſtated for his conſideration does 
not relate to their exiſtence, or extent. Ihe queſtion ſubmitted to him is, Whether the words of the Oath are intended 
to amount to a denial of this ſpiritual authority and ſupremacy,,-or to be confined to a denial of the Church having 
a right to interfere in temporal concerns, or to uſe temporal means to enforce her ſpiritual cenfures: When. the import 
of a legiſlative AR is-fixed, a Prieſt may judge of its caſuiſtry but white a doubt ariſes on its import and mean- 
ing, the legiſlature muſt be the only judge of its own meaning and intention; and till the legiſlature ſpeaks, thoſe are 
the beſt judges of them, who, by their ſtudies, habits of life, and official F muſt 
222 
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a tendency to an amicable explanation, the diſcuſſion was going on, between Mr. Barnard, 
{of whoſe candor, explicitneſs, and moderation, we ſhall ever retain a moſt grateful remem- , 
brance,) on your fide, and Sir Henry Englefield on ours. —When you, my Lord, biſhop 
of Acanthos, roſe from your ſeat, and ſaid, that all this diſcuſſion was of no conſequence ; 
the queſtion was, whether we would ſubmit or not? This unexpected requiſition, and 


ubs aſſertion, that the opinion of the loweſt Prieſt in the Church is to be preferred to that of the moſt learned 
among the Laity, in ſpiritual concerns, is, at leaſt, queſtionable, —Even in the diſcuſſion of ſubjects merely ſpiritual, 
Religion has received, without a bluſh, the ſervices of Laymen, Surely there have been Priefts, whoſe 
opinions, or whoſe writings, are not to be preferred to thoſe of Minutius Felix, Lactantius, Tillemont, the two 
Barclays, or even our own illuſtrious Woodhead. | 


rtr . 


A Dor has ariſcn in the minds of ſome Catholics, whether ſome parts of the Oath, particularly the clauſe 
in red ink, do not amount to a denial of the Spiritual Rights, with which, according to their religious tenets, the 
Church and her Miniſters, and particularly the Pope, is inveſted. —As thoſe of preaching the Faith—adminiftring 
the Sacraments—ordaining the Miniſters of the Church—puniſhing by ſpiritual Cenſures, &——If it amount to a 
denial of the Pope, the Church, and her Miniſters, being inveſted with the Rights of this nature, it is an.Oath which 
a Catholic cannot take conſiſtently with his religious Principles. 

On the other hand, it is contended, that it is not meant to deny by the Oath any e Right of the Church, 


but merely the Right of the Church to interfere in temporal concerns, or to uſe temporal means to enforce her ſpiritual 


cenſures. 
Two Propoſitions are admitted on all fides. | 
The ane, that the Church is inveſted with a complete authority in foiritual concerns ; and a power to enforce 
that authority by the ſpiritual means of cenſures; and that the Pope is the Spiritual Head of the Church. 
l be other, chat neither the Church nor the Pope have, either direcuy or indirefly, any temporal power in this 


- 


Tus Qursr710x, therefore, is, Whether the Oath in queſtion, and particulariy that part of it, which is written 
in red ink, is a denial of the Spiritual Authority of the Church, or the Spiritual Supremacy of the Pope. 


No Form of Civil Government, nor any Syſtem of Laws was inſtituted by Chriſt or his Apoſtles, nor 
any Commiſſion granted to their Succeſſor, to enforce the Chriſtian Doctrine by Temporal Power. 
The Authority of the Pope and the Church is derived from them. The words of the Oath do not im- 
port a denial of their having this Authority: they only deny their having Temporal Power, or a Right 
to enforce their Spiritual Authority by Tem,oral Power, This is all the Party who takes the Oath, 
will, or can be underſtood to ſwear or to aſſert, when he ſwears, in the words of the Oath, hat they bave 
mo Juni or Authority, that can either direflly or indire#ly affect or interfere with the Indepen- 
dence, Sovereignty, Laws, Conflitution, os Government thereof, or awith the Rights, Libertics, Perſons 
or Properties of the People of the ſaid Realm, or any of them;--=therefore, I think the Oath is not a 

. denial of the Spiritual Authority of the Church, or the Supremacy of the Pope. 
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particularly the mode and the time, in which it was made, ſtruck us with aſtoniſhment, and 


ve requeſted to have your requiſition in writing. It was accordingly committed to Writing 


'E 


and we withdrew into another room to give our anſwer. 
Your queſtion was, 
* Whether the Committee intended to fubmic: not to proceed further in the buſineſsof 
e the Bill, without the approbation of the Biſhops ?“ 
To the above queſtion our reply was, 
We have the greateſt reſpect for eſpiſcopal authority, and are always diſpoſed ts 
* obey its deciſions, when applied to proper objefts, and confined within proper limitation. 
ee Fon oboe o Fon Mons 2-————-ojum ubicumque ex ipfius zquitate fertur judi... 
dy the two Apoſtolic Vicars, appears in the pre- 
> proof of the propoſed Oath's containing any 


roduced; and we cannotfacquieſce in the requi« 
© - $A --0, | confirming the prejudices againſt the faith 
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fuſe to ſubmit to the above requiſition, and 
appeal from it to all the Catholic Churches 


of Catholic Churches, the Apoltolical See, 


mmittee to the Three Vicars 3 


CA. BERINGTON, - STOURTON, ' 
Jos. WiLKs, PeTRE, - 
| H. C. ENnGLEPIZzD, 
Joun THROCKMORTON, ' 
Joux TownEzLey, 
THOMAS HORNYOLD. 
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Notwithſtanding this declaration, we ſtill requeſt, your Lordſhips to ſay, what 
you will ſuggeſt any addition or qualifying explanation, which can be admitted conſiſtently 
with the inſtrument of Proteſtation, ſigned by the Apoſtolic Vicars, more than two 
hundred of the clergy, and almoſt every reſpectable Catholic in England, and we will exert. 
our beſt epdeavours in negociating the admiſhon of ſuch an addition or qualifying 2 


explanation. 
| Signed by 


Jos. Wilks PETRE.. 
HC. ENGCLEFIELD, 


Joux THROCKMORTON, . 
Joux Towurkl zy. 
THOMAS HORNYOLD» 
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a tendency to an amicable explanation, the diſcuſſion was going on, between Mr. Barnard, 
(of whoſe candor, explicitneſs, and moderation, we ſhall ever retain a moſt grateful remem- , 
brance,) on your fide, and Sir Henry Englefield on ours. —When you, my Lord, biſhop 
of Acanthos, roſe from your ſeat, and ſaid, that all this diſcuſſion was of no conſequence ; 
the queſtion was, whether we would ſubmit or not? This unexpetted requiſition, and 


bs aſſertion, that the opinion of the loweſt Prieſt in the Church is to be preferred to that of the moſt learned 
among the Laity, in ſpiritual concerns, is, at leaſt, queſtionable.—Even in the diſcuſſion of ſubjects merely ſpiritual, 
Religion has received, without a bluſh, the ſervices of Laymen. Surely there have been Prieſts, whoſe 
opinions, or whoſe writings, are not to be preferred to tur o 
| Barclays, or even our own illuſtrious Woodhead. | 
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A Dover has ariſcn in the minds of ſome Catholics, 
in red ink, do not amount to a denial of the Spiritual Rights 
Church and her Minifters, and particularly the Pope, is inveſt : | 
the Sacraments—ordaining the Miniſters of the Church—pun 7 II AP 66 
denial of the Pope, the Church, and her Miniſters, being inveſt | = 
a Catholic cannot take conſiſtently with his religious Principles, 
On the other hand, it is contended, that it is not meant 
but merely the Right of the Church to interfere in temporal co 
Two Propoſitions are admitted on all ſides. 5 
The ane, that the Church is inveſted with a complete a1 
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Tus Qursr1ox, therefore, is, Whether the Oath in queſtion, and particulariy that part of it, which is written 

| in red ink, is a denial of the Spiritual Authority of the Church, or the Spiritual Supremacy of the Pope. 

' . | 8 
No Form of Civil Government, nor any Syſtem of Laws was inſtituted by Chriſt or his Apoſtles, nor 
any Commiſſion granted to their Succeſſor, to enforce the Chriſtian Doctrine by Temporal Power. 
The Authority of the Pope and the Church is derived from them. The words of the Oath do not im- 
port a denial of their having this Authority: they only deny their having Temporal Power, or a Right 
ta enforce their Spiritual Authority by Tem,oral Power. This is all the Party who takes the Oath, 
will, or can be underſtood to ſwear or to aſſert, when he ſwears, in the words of the Oath, that they bave 
mo Juriſdifion or Authority, that can either direftly or indirely affet or interfere awith the Indepen- 
dence, Sovereignty, Lanus, Conſtitution, os Government thereef, or with the Rights, Libertics, Perſous 
or Properties of the People of the ſaid Realm, or any of them;--«therefore, I think the Oath is not a 
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particularly the mode and the time, in which it was made, ſtruck us with aſtoniſhment, and 
we requeſted to have your requiſition in writing. It was accordingly committed to writing, 
and we withdrew into another room to give our anſwer. | 
Your queſtion was, 


* Whether the Committee intended to fubwte 1 not to FAD furtherin the buſineio 


« the Bill, without the approbation of the Biſhops ?“ 


To the above queſtion our reply was, 

« We have the greateſt reſpe& for eſpiſeopal authority, and are always' diſpoſed. ts 
© obey its deciſions, when applied to proper ohjetts, and confined within proper limitation. 
gut we ſay with St. Leo, Manet Petriprivilegium ubicumque ex ipſius æquitate fertur judi- 
« cium. The requiſition of ſubmiſſion, made by the two Apoſtolic Vicars, appears in the pre- 
*« ſent inſtance not grounded in equity. No proof of the propoſed Oath's containing any 
* thing contrary to faith or morals, has been produced; and we cannotfacquieſce in the requi. 
« ſition, without continuing, encreaſing, and confirming the prejudices againſt: the faith 
* and moral character of the Catholics, and the ſcandal and oppreſſion under which they 
labour in this kingdom. We therefore refuſe to ſubmit to the above requiſition, and 
* we give your Lordſhips notice, that we ſhall appeal from it to all the Catholic Churches 
«in the univerſe, and eſpecially to the firſt of Catholic Churches, the n Ses. 


= rightly informed,” . 


ed b 
Sign 4 Cu A. BERINGTON, - STOURTON, ' 


Jos. Wilks, PETRE, / 
H. C. ENGLEPIZzD, 
Joun THROCKMORTON, ' 
Jon TowNELeY, 
THoMAs HORNYOLD:' 


, 


Notwithſtanding this declaration, we ſtill requeſt, your Lordihips to ſay, whether, 
you will ſuggeſt any addition or qualifying explanation, which can be admitted conſiſtentiy 
with the inſtrument of Proteſtation, ſigned by the Apoſtolic Vicars, more than two. 
hundred of the clergy, and almoſt every reſpettable Catholic in England, and we will exert” 
our beſt epdeavours in negociating the admiſhon of ſuch an addition or qualliying ," 


explanation. 
Signed by 


e BzgAiIx cron, STOURTON, -; 


Jos. WII Es- PETRR. 
% H C. ENGLEFIELD, 


Jou THROCKMORTON, * 
Joux TowneELEY, + +» +: 
Tuo0MAS HORNYOLD. 
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| have not violated any article of Catholic faith of communion; 
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This our anſwer and requeſt we delivered to your Lordſhips.. After ſome further 
diſenſGon, you, my Lord, biſhop of Centuria, ſaid you intended it ſhould have been an 
amicable conference, and moved that the queſtion and anſwer might be thrown into the 
fire. You, my Lord biſhops of Acanthos and Centuria, were aſked, if you would retract 
the requiſition, and both refuſed to retract it. 
d Therefore, my Lords Biſhop of Rama, Vicar Apoſtolic of the Weſtern Diftria 1— 
my Lord, biſhop of Acanthos, Vicar Apoſtolic of the Northern Diſtria ;—my Lord, biſhop 
of Centuria, Vicar Apoſtolic of the Southern Diſtriat ;— 


YOUR LORDSHIPS HAVING BROUGHT MATTERS TO THIS POINT : 


Convinced, that we have not been miſled by our clergy ; — convinced, that we 
have not departed from the principles of our anceſtors — that ve 
WE, the 
Catholic Commitee, whoſe names are here under written, fot ourſelves, and fot thoſe 
in whoſe truſts we have afied, do hereby, before God, ſolemnly proteſt, and call 
upon God to witneſs our proteſt, againſt your Lordſhips' Encyclical Letters of the igth day 
of Oktober 1789 and the 21ſt day of January laſt, and every clauſe, article, determination, 
matter, and thing therein reſpectively contained: as imprudent, arbitrary and unjuſt; as a 
total miſrepreſentation of the nature of the Bills to which they reſpettively refer, and the 
Oaths therein reſpectively contained; and our conduct relating thereto reſpettively as 
encroaching on our natural, civil and religious rights, inculcating principles hoſtile to ſociety 
and government, and the conſtitution and laws of the Britiſh empire: as derogatory from the 
allegiance weowe to the ſtate, and the ſettlement of the crown: and as tending to conti- 
nue, encreaſe and confirm the prejudices againſt the faith and moral charadter of the Catho- 
lics, and the ſcandal and oppreſſion under which they labour in this kingdom.—In the ſame 
manner we do hereby ſolemnly proteſt, and call upon God to witneſs, this our ſolemn proteſt, 
againſt all proceedings had, or hereafter to be had, in conſequence of, or grounded upon, 
your Lordſhips“ ſaid Encyclical letters, or either of them, or any repreſentation of the Bills 
or Oaths therein feſpeftively referred to, given or to be given by your Lordſhips or any 


you. 


And, from your Lordſhips faid Encyclical Letters, and all proceedings, had oy 
hereafter to be had, in conſequenee of, of grounded upon, the ſame, or either of them, or 
in conſequence of, or grounded upon, any repreſentations of the ſaid Bills, or Oaths, or 


either of them, given or to be given by your Lordihips, or any of you; we do hereby 
appeal 


L gr] 
appeal, and call on God to witneſs our appeal, for the purity and integrity of our religious 
principles, to all the Catholic Churches in the univerſe, and eſpecially to the firſt of Catholic 


Churches, the Apoſtolical See, rightly informed. 
CHARLES BERINGTON. STOURTON. 
10S. WILKS, PETRE. 


HENRY CHARLES ENGLEFIELD.. 
JOHN LAWSON. 1 
JOHN THROCKMORTON. _* 
WILLIAM FERMOR. 

JOHN TOWNELEY. 

THOMAS HORNTOLn. 
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The Oath of Allegiance and Abjuration, and of Proteflation and Declaration. 


I A. B. do ſincerely promiſe and ſwear, That I will be faithful and bear true Allegiance 
+5 | Majeſty . and I do truly 
« and ſincerely acknowledge, proſeſs, teſtify, and declare in my Conſcience, before God and 
* the World, that our Sovereign is lawful and rightiul 
* of this Realm, and of all other Majeſty's Dominions thereunto belonging: 
« And Ido ſolemnly and ſincerely declare, that Ido believe, in my Conſcience, that not any 
« Deſcendants of the Perſon who pretended to be Prince of Wales during the Life of the 
* late King James the Second, and, after his Deceale, pretended to be, and took upon him- 
« ſelf the Stile and Title of King of England by the Name of James the Third, or of Scot- 
« land by the Name of James the Eighth, or the Stile and Title of King of Great Britain, 
< hath any Right or Title whatſoever to the Crown of this Realm, or any Dominions there- 
* unto belonging: And I do renounce, refuſe, and abjure any Allegiance or Obedience to 
* any of them: AndI do ſwear, that I will bear Faith and true Allegiance to 
« Majeſty and will defend to the utmoſtof my 
« Power againſt all traitorous Conſpiracies and Attempts whatſoever, which ſhall be made 
< againſt Perſon, Crown, or Dignity; And I will do my utmoſt Endeavour to 
© diſcloſe and make known to Majeſty 
« and | Succeſſors, all Treaſons, and traitorous Conſpiracies, which I ſhall know 
« to be againſt And I do faithfully and fully promiſe, to the utmoſt of my 
« Power, to ſupport, maintain, and defend the Succeſſion of the Crown againſt the Deſcen- 
« dants of the ſaid James, and againſt all other Perſons whatfocver; which Succeſſion, by an 
% AQ intituled, An AX for the further Limitation of the Crown, and better ſecuring the Rights 
* ond Liberties of the Subject, is, and lands, limited to the Princeſs Sophia, Eledtreſs and 
« Ducheſs Dowager of Hanover, and the Heirs of her Body, being Proteltants: And I do 
* ſwear, that I do, from my Heart, abhor, deteſt, and abjure, as impious and heretical, that 
% Jamnable Doctrine and Poſition, that Princes excommunicated by the Pope, or by Autho- 
«* rity of the See of Rome, may be depoſed or murdered, by their Subjects, or any other 
« Perſons whomſoever: And I do proteſt and declare, and do ſolemnly ſwear it to be my 


« moſt firm and ſincere Opinion, Belief and Perſuaſion, That neither the Pope, nor any 
| « Prelate 


1 


Prelate or Prieſt, nor any Aſſembly of Prelates or Prieſts, nor any Eccleſiaſtical Power 

* whatſoever, can abſolve the Subjects of this Realm, or any of them, from their Allegiance 
* to his ſaid Majeſty: And that no Foreign Church, Prelate or Prieſt, or Aſſembly of Pre- 
* lates or Prieſts, or Eccleſiaſtical Power whatſoever, hath, or ought to have, any Juriſdic- 
« diftion or Authority whatſoever within this Realm, that can, direQtly or indireQly, affect 
« or interfere with, the Independence, Sovereignty, Laws, Conſtitution, or Government 
© thereof, or the Rights, Liberties, Perſons, or Properties of the People of the ſaid Realm, 
* or any of them: And that no Perſon can be abſolved from any Sin, nor any Sin whatever 
« be forgiven, at the Pleaſure of any Pope, or of any Prieſt, or of any Perſon whomſoever ; 
but that Sorrow for paſt Offences, Reſolution to avoid future Guilt, and Atonement to 
God and the injured Neighbour, are indiſpenſably requiſite to obtain Forgiveneſs of Sin: 
And that no Breach of Faith with, or Injury to, or Hoſtility againſt, any Perſon whom- 
* ſoever, can ever be juſtified, by Reaſon, or under Pretence, that ſuch Perſon is an Here- 
« tic or an Infidel: And that neither the Pope, nor any Prelate, nor any Prieſt, nor any 
« Aſſembly of Prelates or Prieſts, nor any Eccleſiaſtical Power whatever, can, at any Time, 
« diſpenſe with, or abſolve Me from, the Obligations of this Oath, or of any other Oath, or 
« of any Compatt whatſoever; And I do alſo, in my Conſcience, declare, and ſolemnly 
« ſwear, That I acknowledge no Infallibility in the Pope: And all theſe Things 1 do plainly 
« and ſincerely declare, acknowledge, and ſwear, according to theſe expreſs Words by Me 
e ſpoken, and according to the plain and ordinary Senſe of the ſame Words, without any 
« Equivocation, mental Evaſion, or ſecret Reſervation whatſoever: And I do make the 
« aforeſaid Proteſtation, Declaration, Recognition, Acknowledgment, Abjuration, Renun- 
« ciation, Promiſe, and Oath, heartily, willingly, and truly, upon the true Faith of a Chri- 
* ftian. So help me God.” . 
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